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ABSTRACT ' • / 

Perceived well-being and personal stress indicators 
among various subpopulat ions in two small western towns (one stable, 
one affected "by an energy: development . boom) are examined to assess 
the notion 'that residents of energy boom communities experience 
generalized social pathology and disruption. A 2-stage data 
collection process used hand-delivered, self -completed, 
hand-collected 'questionnaires from a random sample of 95 houses and 
98 mobile homes in Evanston , Wyoming (boom town) and 100 households 
in Tremonton, Utah (stable community). Questionnaires to 640 energy 
industry worker's* in contractor-operated workcamps had a low response 
rate (11.4%), but provided some indicators of attitudes/perceptions. 
Respondents were divided into mobile home households (largely 
newcomers), household units with more than five years residence 
(oldtimers) and less than five years residence (newcomers), and 
*/orkcamp residents. Results indicated that althoiigh important 
variations in concern for personal safety, feeling at home, and 
satisfaction with friendships and spare-time activities occurred 
between these subpopulat ions, personal stress indicators illustrated' 
minimal differences between boom town and stable community 
populations, suggesting that boom town residents appeared, 1 9 cope 
fairly well and consequently tended not to exhibit a typj^l Revels of 
stress. (MH) 
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> .' -ABSTRACT 

C 1 . -L 



I 



A burgeoning sociological literature' per taining to the effects .-of rapid 
.community growth in the western, U. has r.epeatedly as^r^epO that the "boom 11 
often accompanying energy development, projects results ' in/multif aceted social - ? 
disruption, a conclusion "which , has bek&glrjtfi ^asingly ,sub j ected' to. ciri ticism. 
'and scrutiny in recent years. ■ Among the limitatations- of the "social disruption' 1 
hypotheses has been a tendency to assert the existence of social pathology as. 
' a generalized community phenomenon. Such an\approach overlooks' the possibility 
^jthat success or failure at coping* with the changes and stress which may accompany 
boom .growth will vary substantially across distinct subpbphlations within a 
given community. This paper addresses this possibility 'through an * examination^ ■■ 
of perceived well-being • ant^pqrsonal stress indicator^ among various subpop- 
u la t ions jLn ^two small , western towns, orib 'affected by a .substantial boom ; : 
occurri/ng v ia 7 eaergjT^ev^lroTpm en t and Lhe other a stable community, Isolated 
f rom— srich effects . Results indicate that important variations occur between 
subpopulations within each community. Moreover, personal stress indicators v 
illustrate minimal differences between boom town and stable community subpop- • 
ulations, suggesting that boom town residents appear to cope fairly well and 
consequently tend 'not 'to exhibit atypical levels of stress. * . . ' 



r 



I Introduction • ; m ' ' ■ 

'A growing literature pertaining to social disruptions and personal malaise t 
in 'western energy "boom 'towr^s" has'emerged in the past decade. Initial observations 
and g^^^ralizations from that literature have been criticized. (e.g. Wilkinson - 
et al., 1992)., giving- rise to ^equally critical rebuttals and countercriticisms 
(e.-g. Albrecht, 1982-; Finsterbusch, 1982; Freudenburg, 1982a; Gale, 1982; Gold, ,1982 

. ' '< v / ; - . , \ : ■ ' 

Murdock and Leistritz, • 1982) . Jhe result jL-ng revisions and uncertainties regarding 
the predominant theme of social disruption due to rapid population expansion in 
predominantly rural .impact area's create a context in which a need exists for 
additional research arid conceptual development (Wilkinson et aj\ , .1982) . 

' . . 1 ■ ■ / V ; * \ . . • . .. .; 

Among the shortcomings of the existing research b^se is the relatively-'limited 

• ' • L ./ - ". ' 

attention directed to newcomers in the community as opposed to assertions or • 
analyses pertinent only to the aggregate population of growth- impacted places, 

- A - . -. ..' ' - " , ... * .. ' - • • 

It is (*f ten asserted d that newcomets suffer disproportionately from adjustment 
-problems (Freudenburg, 1981), and are largely- responsible for jnany : of the commonly 
noted boom town "problems" (Freudenburg, 1982b). However the scant research which 
has focused on newcomers has, -with^-only limited exceptions (e.g. Massey and Lewis, 
1979) , not contrasted specif ic- subset ^ jft both ne/comer and ol^timer. populations 
within boom towns, nob compared them with corresponding populations -in non-boom 
communities. As a result, there remains a critical gap in the sociological 
-understanding of how and why certain subpopul at ions' may exhibit the often presumed' 
indicators of stess and dislocation associated with boorrrtown life. The degree 



' 'to whiclv-otHer groups in the community may experience' successful adaptation is 
similarly uncertain. ~ " ^^^^^ ' * 

The purpose oj this ^paper is to explore these area'^ of uncertainty. The 
research examines ^eyeral attituJinal ^nd perceptual indicators reflecting t\\ej 
degree to which individuals experience personal well-being and individual stress. 
•In. order- to more carefully assess the general, M disruption 11 hypothesis ^\ 



(Wilkinson* et al. , 1982), the research incorporates survey* data collected in both ' 

* ' / % >' ■ ■ % • / % • 

a "widely recognized, contemporary "boom town" in southwestern Wyoming and* a - . 

" 7 * '' l ' ' 

carefully selected non-boom "control" community In northeastern Utah. Samples * 
from each, community ,are further disaggregated to differentiate between relative 
"newcomers'! and nvore- established local residents. The analysis examines boom 
town mobile .home park residents as a separate and possibly differentially 
impacted population '(Masse y and Lewis, 1979). In addition, we consider a • 
clearly distinct locaj^ newcomer population consisting of resident's of company- =V 

<> 9 " i -I- J 

operated bachelor quarters pr/m'an camps". Such construction worker housing 0 . / 

arrangements are becoming increasingly common in western energy development 

.■•■>'■■ . 1 i • * 

areas (Met z, 1980) , and * house large numbers of Vprkers who represent a potentially/ 
important component of the personal and collect ive '"disruption" in energy boom / 



towns . 



-| *': • . ■ / . 

'• » > , !" '■ Background j ■'. . , 

' '■■ Pur^ig the 1970s o energy developments in the western U.S. became a focus. of 
considerable controversy at local, , regional and' national/levels (see Little ? ' 1976 ; , 
Cle^ente and Krannith, 1982). Otic of - the emergent issues related tc> such develop- 
ments^has revolved around /the social effects of rapid development-induced < 
growth in the generally small, isolated, rural^communit ies impacted by large-''. ,..''? 
scale resource extraction at>d conversion processes. Al though such communities 
are generally receptive to such proj ec ts /On ^the basis of presumed employment iand 
economic growth benefits (Little and Lovejoy , 1979) ; , many local residents as well 
as numerous 'researchers share a convict ion. t hat possible/ economic benefits may' be 

V ' ' I- ' v. 

negated by fiscal distress, disruption of established ways of glife, and pathological 
social disorganization which presumably accompany, rapid development (seefc.old, £074; 



'Freudenburg, 1982b; Little-, 1976; Cortese, 1982 ; Cortese and JoneS, 1977; Wilkinson 

■.•■*' * r • \ 

et al.,- 1982). Rapid population .expansiptt, inadequate or inappropriate .planning ; 



and limited": in f rasfructure capacities have presumably resulted nat N only in" over - 
loaded public and 0 private services and facilities but also in the dissolution 

. ':' . : . ' ' • , V „. ; . " f - ' ■ 1 

/of socialities, personal stress, and social disorganization, giving rise to 
■ i% * 

* • 

a broad range of "pathological" behaviors indicated by increasing rates of 
crime, mental health problems, suicide, alcoh61 and drug abuse, and so forth 
y (see, f^r exampl e , Kohr s , 1974; Gilijidre and Duf f , ■ 1975 ; Lit tie , 1976; J 1977; 

Cortege, 1982, Cortese and, ;Jones,,; 1977;; Freudenburg, 1976; 1978; 1979a; 1979b) . 
*"■ Unfortunately, gHe.iscient if ic Validity of these now-common assertions about 

. . - • • ^ .• : , : ' " , • r . 

deteriorated per sorial well-being and individual stress'and social malaise in 
boom* towns has been only imperfectly established. Case studies have been the 



prevailing research design, thus restrictj^ 5 - the general izabil ity of observations, 
Moreover, many genera lizations 9 have been based upon poorly documented assertions 
and weak enlpi^ical evidence (Willcinson et al. , 1982).. As Wilkinson and his 
associates have n,oted, the largely descriptive extant 1 iterapure\j deal ing with 



social 'disruption accompanying, rap id growth has provided only a first step in 

the development of pa ^scientific understanding, and mdst be expanded by 

* . f ■ , ■ ■ ' y , 

"develop ing precise , conceptual and analytical approaches" (1982: 275-76).* 

Although i^.fehja, aggregate tt|e existing boom town literature has developed 

4 without the guidanjetf, of well-specif ied theoretical frameworks or explicit hypotheses,. 

a cott^on underlying supposition hhs -Keen that rapid population growth resulting 

from the inmigrntion bf workers; ancf their families will strain established social 

i structured (Cortese, 1982). The 'inability of existing forms of social organization 

to. cope with and accomodate *rapid growth is presumed to lead to the disintegration 

qf social and economic institutions and to .a ) det er iora t ion in , the quality of life 



./•.- 



for all residents-. The resulting "pathological" social disorganization is presumably 



reflected in a 'host of social problem indicators (see Freudehburg, 1982b) 



Evidence in support of this set of suppositions, has ^een provided by , a number 

of researchers. In one of the most widely cited early studies, Gilmore and Duff 

(1975) reported that rapid growth in Sweetwater County, Wyoming had overwhelmed 

lo^al facilities and resources? that crime-related complaints rose'60 percent in 

one year, the mental .heal th clinic's caseload, increased 900 percent over five 

years, and problems of alcoholism, brolcen homes and 'suicide reportedly increased 

* 

substantially* * 

/ • 

Freudenburg has similarly reported increases in the incidence of diverse social 

problem indicators which outstripped "the rate of population growth in Craig, 

Colorado (see Freudenburg, 1978; 1979a;> 19/9b; 1982). For example, a doubling 

of population over a two-year period was accompanied by a reported 200 percent 

increase in crime, a 352 percent increase in family disturbances, a 1000 percent 

increase in child behavior problems, a p50 percent increase in alcohol-related 

complaints, and a 1400 peraent increase in drug-related reports. Property crime 

increased by 222 . percent^ while fcrime against persons increased 900 percent ' ; 

. (Freudenburg, 1978:5) . 1 A more extended analysis indica^l a "disproportionate 

Increase in the local mental health center's boom-era' caseload" involving both 

newcomers and oldtimers to the town (Freudenburg, 1982a: 3(48-349) . Interest fngly, 

however, ^an assessinep't of adu & lt residents' evaluations of the quality pP life 
* / > . 

■ indicated few differences between boom town Residents and residents of three 

'/ / / ■ :. 

non-boom communities, in the a rea^t Freudenburg, 1978). Moreover /although high 

■ f* •*..■*" 

school students in tfie boom town were far more' likely than tho^e in the non-boom 

<J ' 

communities to evaluate 1 local changes negatively (Freudenburg, 1979a), elderly V* 
individuals and women, often suspected to be among the most negatively affected 
* groups^ in boom towns, -exhibited no sub) ec t ive. symptoms of declining personal weiL- 
being (Freudenburg, 1979b; ^9 81). This evidence suggests both a potential disparity 



\ 
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between "objective" and "subjective" indicators, of boom town consequences and a 

need to disaggregate the local, population and analyze specific subpopulations 

separately. ■ ; y 

■ In contrast to these and-similar studies, other researchers have reported 

^that for at least some "social problem 11 indicators any increases have simply 

paralleled the degree of populat/ion increase, with the Date of the specific 

"disorganization 11 indicator remaining relatively constant . For example, Little 

* * 
(1977) found that while absolute crime did increase along with population growth 

in Page, Arizona during a period of energy development, the crime rate remained 

essentially constant. " Thompson (1979) reported that crime rates against property 

in Wyoming counties increased d Lsproport ionately with respect to population 
- ' - r ^ 

growth, but also found that, rates for crimes against persons, welfare demands, 



and divorce were not significantly related to populat ion changes . Similarly, 
Thompson et al (1980:19) found that "rapid growth does not cause a significantly 
greater increase inf divorce rates than occurs in counties experiencing less 
growth 11 ; Although these and Similar findings .must be interpreted carefully, they 
do suggest that at luast some of the absolute increase in ^ome boom town Vdisorgan- 

ization" indicators may simply reflect an increased number 'of individuals ff at risk 1 ' 

■ / *' 

in. -the local population. Moreover, even an increase in £he relative rates of such 
indicators cou^" reflect national trends whereby some so-called "pathologies 11 
become more evident in rural areas as a consequence of cultural diffusion from 

S ' * . ' ' . 

urban centers (see Fischer, 1980; Wilkinson et al , 1982)\ 



Clearly, the available evidence provides inconsistent and inconclusive support 

for the notion that" residents of energy boom communities experience social pathology 

? ' * •> 
, • - ) 

fand disrupt ion /resul ting in a state of knowledge characterized by uncertainty and 

confusion. This dilemnd is linked in part to broader theoretical uncertainties 
.regarding the consequences of modernization and urbanization for social relations 

■ . 8 



and individual well-being. Traditional community sociology has asserted ' that the 
transformation from a tradit ional commuml context to more modern ' conditions 
'so thoroughly disrupts established, social -networks, ways of life, and behavioral''" 
expectations .that a state of "anomie" results (see, Maine,- 1861; Toennies , '1887 ; 
Durkheim, 1893), presumably accompanied by a deterioration of social' integration 
•and personal and social disorganization. Such conditions may presumably foster 
a. sense .of transiency, isolation, and insecurity , lead ing in turn to individual 
stress, frustration, and alienation (see Fischer et al., 1977; Kasarda and 
Janowitz, 1974) 

' * v 

Similarly, theoretical perspectives pertaining to the effects of urbanization 

\ : * ... "T - " 

have sugges'tec} that a shift Toward more urban circumstances results in impersonal 

social relations^ weakened kinship and friendship ties, and a declining importance 

■ of- local neighborhood forms of association (Simmel, 1950; Wirth, 1938). Such " - 

changes have . long been ^presumed to result in higher levels of individualization, 

social isolation, alienation, ajid anomie. As, with the more general theorists 

posit ih^ an "eclipse of comuuin it:y M (Stein, I960), adherents to the traditional 

theor ies-^f^urfean ism have postu lated that the consequences of these conditions 

include a less integrated society, greater levels of social pathology such as 

4 r - - * ' 

crime, suicide, and mental illness, and in general social disorganization (Bender, 1978) 

In contrast to thJ$c traditional perspeet ives, numerous studies have suggested 
that such assertion^ may be inapprropelatQ (e.g. Webb, 1978; Webb and Collette, 1977; 
Suttles, 197?; Kasarda and Janowitz, IS 74 ; Hunter, 1974, 1978; SroLe, 1972, 1977; 
Fischer, 1976). As Bender (1978) has observed, this theoretical tradition reflects 
>a strong conservative bias, a nostalgic but inaccurate interpretation of historical * 
community conditions, and an (nlomplete conceptualization which ignores elements 
included in the seminal works. of Toennies and other key theorists. Nevertheless, 
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some of the assessments of social problems in rapid growth "boom" communities 
noted above appear more supportive of such traditional orientations, suggesting 
a need for" further examination of both theoretical and empirical evidence. 

If any single conclusion may be drawn from the* preceding discussion it is 
that a great deal of uncertainty pervades our understanding of community 
change and the effects of rapid, growth on lo<:a.l social structures and, personal 
integration and well-being. The research reported here represents an attempt : 
to address some important unknowns regarding responses. <and adaptations among. 

o K 

persons differentially affected by the kinds of commun Lty change which tend to 

be associated witli energy development. tn so doing, we hope both to contribute. 

* •• 
•to scientific knowledge*' and to provide insights which may be applied, in future 

K> ' 
attempts to anticipate and address some of the questions raised regarding actual 

or proposed energy development projects. * . 



J The Study 

— i- . i '■ - v 

The analysis reported here derives from a larger project focused upon energy 
development and Its various effects on^ocial relations in small, nonmpt ropol itan 
communities in Utah and Wyoming. The present analys is ' focuses upon only two of 

t# 

these communi t Jos, one a widel y recognized energy n boom tovn"«, the other a 
relatively stable ''control 11 community. 

Kvanston, Wyoming, located In the extreme" southwestern corner of the state/, 
has experienced dramatic populaj^^ Increases' commencing about 1 977 as a result 
of a rapid expansion of oil and natural gas exploration, extraction, and prdcessiu 
developments in the surrounding "Ovorthrust Belt", With a population in 197*0 of 
4,462', Kvanston remained, until the late 1970s, a relatively isolated small ' 
town which, despite modVst population fluctuations, malntatned a relatively stable 




4 afl'd predominantly Mormon populat ion base 'for several decades. By 19$0, however, 
t thc popul.at.inn had increased to fi, 421. (U.S. Bureau of . the Census, 1982), a. figure 
which should he viewed as a low estimate since rapid populat ion v turnover 
and a substantia] population of roadside campers and n tent city" residents 'had 

f ' 

appeared in the area by 1980. By 1982 available estimates placed the municipal 
population at over 11,000 (S. Snyder, personal communication), along with a 
substantial additional number of recent inmigrants residing" in immediately . 
acent unincorporated areas surrounding the town. 

In contrast to EvapstonVs rapid growth, Tremonton, Utah has maintained a 
sustained but modest rate of population increase since 1940. The size of . the ' 
population in 1970 was 2,794; by 1980 the population had increased, by 24 percent 
to 3,464, a rate of growth substantially below the statewide increase of 37.9 
percent (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1982) . In many ways Tremonton resembles pre- 
oboom Kvanston in"bolng ;j relatively small, fairly isolated agricultural service 
center in a nonmet ropol i tan county, and like Kvanston is located along a major 
Interstate highway. 

Data pertaining to a wide range of attitudinal and perceptual indicators 

were collected via solf-compl eted questionnaires in a two-stage collection process. 

In June and July of 1982 survey ques t iomra lres were haiyl-del ivered to. 193 households 

in Kvanston (93 conventional houses and 98 mobile homes, an allocation which 

J ' \ • . .'-^ 

^approximates the proport Ion of housing unit types in Kvanston), and to 100 households 

In Tremonton. At each household response was requested from the self -designa ted 

household head (or, If unavailable, from another a tin If member of the household^, ami 

arrangements wort* marie, to return two days later to pick up the completed questionnaire. 

These steps along, wi th repeat calls whore' necessary resulted i.n t he ' return of 

72 completed questionnaires from chnventlonal homes in Kvanston (75. 8 percent response), 

68 from mobile homer, in Kvanston (6 ( ).4 percent res|>onse) , and 85 households in 

li ' 
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Tromc-mton (85 percent response). ~\ • " ■ 

A similar survey instrument was administered in September, 1982 to a representative 

samp la- of energy industry workers residing in two "mancamps" or "workcampsV. looat ad * ' 

✓ t. . . . ^ 

the area . ^ i r'r ouftd dng-Evanston ,. both operated by a contractor involved in , X ' 

'the construction of one of several major gaV 'processing facilities; being built , . 

in the. area. This type of construct ipn worker housing is becoming increasingly ' * . 

common as a mechanism to mitigate housirtg shortages. Moreover | both journalistic 
accounts (Wldener, 1982) and our own ethnographic observations among town residents \ 
suggested perceptions of dissatisfaction and personal disarray within the workcamp ' 
setting, indicating a need for more carefuj^tmd systematic analysis. A total -* 
of 640 questionnaires were distributed tn residents of the workcamps via. on-site, 
mailboxes, with instructions for returning completed questionnaires' to a centrally- 
located collection box. Unfortunately, over 100 questionnaires had not been- * 
picked up after two weeks, and ultimately only 72 completed questionnaires were 
returned. This disappointing 11. "4 percent response rate precludes generalisation, 

since those who responded may not be representative of the overall camp, population. . - 
„•* * « 

Nevertheless, those data represent . the best available indicators o£> attitudes ■ 

and perceptions anion}', the camp residents,, and for exploratory purposes allow com-' 

< . . . • ' ' • . -.' . 

parisons with the Kvanston and Trcmonton community samples. ' 



Findings 



• 1\ 



"Wrf this report respondent.*? have been divided into six groups, representing 

four fairly distinct l iving arrangements r^^s notec} earlier, the Kvanston residential 

sample was divided into the mob f 1 v home households "(virtually y]l of which are 

comprised of 'recent Inmigrants to the area) and permanent oi\ convent tonal household 

* \ > 

units. The latter swbsample was further differentiated by "the responderft^s 



length of reshlence In Kvanston: those having reside^ in Kyanston for five' years 



X 
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* or less are labelled "newcomers", while those having lived there for more than 
fivjif years are labelled "old timers". . The same length'of Residence distinction 
Jas made' for respondents living in the control, cdmmunity of Tremonton. The 
sixth residential category includes the workcamp' respondents . , '. 

. Sociodemografrhic Characteristics of Respondents ■ . . ■ ? 

Table 1 provides information on a number of spcialy economic, and demographic 
characteristics of the si* groups which, in light^of manuscript- length concerns, 

«will be discussed only briefly. . Not unexpectedly, the workcamp residents appear 
to be the most mobile, reporting the highest average number o'f communities' lived* 
in .since age 17 (6^2), the highest average number of fulltime jobs in the 

p&st ten years (5. 1), and the brief est ■ tenure with their current employer^ . 

V ■ ■' 

Old.timers in both communit ies evidenced the least residential and occupational 
mobility. * - *■ V 



The family status of respondents' in the various groups differs substantially. 
The average number of children, reported by workcamp respondents was 1.78, in . L 
contrast with the much higher averages (2.89-to 3.1'8) among oldtimers' in "the 
two communities. There are also substantial differences between the workcamp 
sample and all other groups with respect to current marital status and divorce 
experience. Almost" 42" per cent, of the workcamp respondents have been divorced ' 
at least once, and thirty-one percent are 'either currently separated .or divorced, 
far exceeding levels reported among the other. groupsj)< In addition, 27 -percent 
^of the workcamp respondent s , had 'never been married.: These differences reflect in 
part the fact that 62 percent of the Evanston oldtimers and 86 percent of the s * 
Tremonton oldtimers are members of the LDS (Mormon) church, which* actively encourages 
marriage and .large "'family- size* 



. v. - -. - • \ . ;• . "■ w 

Other socio-demographic characteristics which further differentiate Che 
separate groups may also have important implications for any conclusions derived \ 

from this analysis. As indicated in Table I, the ; sex compositions of the respondent/ 

* .. ,• • . • 

groups "vary substantially, as do age distributions. In addition, data on educational 

. " ' ■ • ■• 

background arid income levels suggest that the workcamp and Evanston mobile home 7 

and newcomer groups, afe., 1 as Voulcl be expected (see Masseyv 1977)H^elat^ively / 

• ' • . / 

well trained and tend to earn higher incomes than do long-term residents 0/ 

A ' * . / 

• • •'•■/, 
Evanston or residents of Tremonton, " - " / 

J ; > : ; > . / ■ 

Perceived Well-Being * ■ : / 

{i In order to tap several dimensions of personal happiness and ^well-being, we 

• .' '' ^ ' ■ '/■ . 

have examined responses >; to four questions which reflect:. (1) perceived personal 
T~ • . : ' ' / 

safety from crime and violence; (.2) the extent of agreeement with the statement 

"the longer T live here the more. I feel at home"; (3) satisfaction with friendship 

ties; and (4) ' satisfaction with ways in which. spare time is spent. Frequency 

. .. ...... ."/."■ 9 

distributions and summary statistics for responses to these items across the six 

rpsponcTknt groups are reported in Table 2. / 

i » . " ■ ' ■ / v 

Turning first to responses to the question on perceived personal safety, the 

.••■/• ' 

data in Table 2 indicate highest levels of concern for personal safety among the 
longer-term Evanston residents, with about 35/percent of these "oldtimers" 
selecting one of the four "most unsafe" response categories on the original 
11-point scale. Overall, response patterns for all of the Evanston subsamples^ 
appear to reflect greater concern for their personal safety than either the 
oldtim.ers or relative newcomers in the control community of Tremonton. 
v -- „ To enhance such a comparison of response patterns across the six subsamples, 
we Calculated Lieborson's index of net difference (ND )> a summary measure 
applicable to group comparisons of frequency distributions for ordinal measures ■ 

v;' 14 ' 
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(see Leiberson, 1975). with a range between;*;-! * and +1 , this index reflects the 
probability that on. a g^ven variable a randomly chosen case from group "x'V.will exceed t 
value of that variable for a randomly chosen case from group "y M . Looking at 
Table 3,- we find that calculation of the index of.net difference does highlight 
certain group differences not immed iately* apparent when examining frequency 
distributions. For example, the Evans ton trailer .park residents are somewhat 
more likely to feel unsafe than are the workcamp respondents (ND==.232) or the 
Evanston city newcomer respondents (ND=.209), and feel substant ially more unsafe 
than do Tremonton newcomers (ND=.443) or Tremonton oldtimers (ND=.AA2). Residents 
of the workcamps and Evanston "newcomers" feel more safe than do "oldtimer 11 
residents of Evanston (ND= 273 and -.270, respectively) * Both "newcomers" and 
"oldtimers" in Evanston feel less safe than do newcomers and oldtimers in the 
control community. ! 

Turning next' to JE^he question asking whether respondents felt "at home" v 
the frequency distributions in Table 2 indicate that the majority of respondents^ 
in all but the workcamp group expressed agreement that they did in fact "feel 
at home" in their present residential setting. Somewhat surprisingly, the 
"newcomers" to Evanston expressed levels of agreement roughly equivalent to those 
expressed by Evanston "oldtimers", unlike the respondents from Tremonton where 
oldtimers were substantially more likely to report strong agreement with the 
statement. This disparity may indicate a sense of- dislocation among long-term 
Evanston residents, who have witnessed the dramatic transformation of their town 
as a result of the energy boom. Not surprisingly, both Evanston trailer, park and 
workcamp respondents expressed substantially less agreement with the statement, 
undoubtably reflecting the "transiency and short-term residence patterns Nj^ch 
characterize both of these groups. 
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These differences are again highlighted by examii^d-ng the indices of' net ' ■ 

difference reported in Table 3. Evanston trailer . park respondents were significantly 

o ' * . 

p 

more likely to report disagreement with the "feel at home" statement than were 
Evanston newcomers (ND=.360), Evanston oldtimers (ND=.335), Tremonton newcomers 
(ND=.395), or especially Tremonton oldtimers (ND=."616). A similar pattern^ 
emerges when comparing the responses. of workcamp respondents to these other 

"NT " 

groups. One particularly interesting observation is that while- responses 
of Evanston newcdmers to this item were essentially not different from those of 
Evanston oldtimers (ND=-.0l8), the newcomers to Tremonton felt less "at home" 
than 3id oldtimers in that community , (ND= . 335) . One possible interpretation 
of this finding /is that under conditions of stability, newcomers to a small- 
town may encounter a "closed community" in which acceptance into and access to 
the established social structure may be quite difficult, while newcomers to a 
boomtown encounter a more "open" communit-y in which numerous divergent opportunities 
for acceptance and access to participation may exist. ' ' A 

Considering next "sat isfaction with friendships" as a third index of personal 
well-being, the frequency distributions reported in Table 2 reflect 4nly modest 
cross-group differences, although the "oldtimers" in Tremonton appear' mgre satisfied 
than any other group. Indices of net difference reported in Table 3 reinforce 
this observation. Only two of the coefficients are of a magnitude which is 
statistically significant using conventional probability criteria, and these 
indicate that Tremonton oldtimers are more satisfied with their friendship ties 
than are either Evanston newcomers (ND=.2l9) or Evanston oldtimers (ND=.220). 

A final measure used here to reflect personal well-being was a question 
pertaining to respondents' satisfaction with ways in which they spend their spare 
time. An examination of the frequency distributions in Table 2 indicates only 
modest cross-group differences, with residents of the Evanston trailer parks 
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appearing t'o express the greatest dissatisfaction with spare time activities and 
workcamp residents expressing si ightly 'great e.r satisfaction than other* groups. 
Turning again to Table 3, the indices of net difference for this set of : " 
comparisons indicate that only two differences are significant: Evanstori 
trailer park residents were slightly mote likely to report relative dissat sif act ion 

than were either workcamp residents (ND=.199) or Tremonton oldt imers -(ND= . 236) . 

. " ... ■' ' • ( t .. \' 

" ■ '■ ■■ \ ■■' 

Personal Stress • / ' .' 



Among the most frequently observed social consequences of boom towns is 

increased personal stress, a consequence asserted to affect long-term residents 

and newcomers- alike (sue Freudenbuifg et al., 1982; Lantz and AcKeown, 197?). fl 

To assess tHe presence ofv personaij stress^\ind its variability among the groups 

examined here, we adopted t\o complementary approaches to the measurem^n|yof 

individual. stress. First, w^ asked a very straightforward question, "How 

much stress and Strain is there in* your, ever^ay life?' 1 : Such an item has 

been found to .provide a^good summarizing measure of personal stress (Hagadorn 

and Webb, 1978), and also provides insight into the respondent's self-perception 

of" his-or her experience with stress. ^ ; » " 

.In addition, we incorporated a set of fourteen likert-type "synrptoraat ic" 

indicators of psychological, impairment taken' from a larger set of questionnaire 

' \ . i ■ * ' % " " . . ' 

items derived fretoi the works of Lan get: (1.962) and Gurin et al. (I960) which have 
>.„.,•.• ' , ' • * ■ 

been used widely in prior, research on stress. >;and psychological impairment. These 

fourteen items we're combined into-Sn additive "stress .index 11 with a range from 

^ .'•-■/•'•' 
14 (very high stifess) to 56 (very low .stress)/ For this index item-to-total 

— r * / '% 

' correlations ranged between . Al 8 ancl 719, and the alpha rel lability coefficient 
.was,. 896, indicative of the substantial un id imensional i ty of the. composite measure. 
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Considering first the single it'em pertaining to perceived "everyday" stress, 
the frequency distributions reported in Table 4 suggest that the "newcomer" * 
', group in traditional housing in Evanston felt the greatest personal" stress ..' 
levels, and that "old timers 11 in Tremontijn perceived the least. Turning to : « 
Table 5, calculation of the index ofj^iet difference indicated that workcamp 
respondents perceived less p,erson5l stress than, Evanston newcomers (ND=.242), 
* and that Evanston newcomers perceived ^significantly more personal stress than * 
{ did either Evanston oldtimers (ND= -.2^8) or Tremonton ; oldt imers (ND= -.301)^ 

All other observed differences between groups were riot stat istically significant . 

■" - ■ ' ' ■ . g 

Turning finally. to the multiple-item symptomatic index of psychological- . 
stress, the dat a . reported in Table 4 for collapsed response categories again « 
appear to reflect only modest differences across the six groups considered here, C* 
with the residents of Evanston trailer parks and newcomers in Tremonton appearing 

to exhibit slightly higher stress levels*' However, an examination of the indices 

i) ■ ■ 

of net difference in Table 5 indicates that only the Tremonton newcomers , 

' ■ . ,j ■ f> 

exhibited response patterns (on the collapsed index) which are indicative 

of significantly higher levels of stress than those measured among the other 

groups. This interpretation is reflected by the comparison of the Tremonton 

newcomers with workcamp respondents (Nfi «; .323) , Evanston newcomers (NDyx'-^lK 

Evanston oldtimers (ND =*330.), and Tremonton oldtimers (N1JW--.214, a sign reversal 

which reflects only the use of the newcomers as "x" and oldtimers as !, y" in that 

"comparison). Interestingly, these results provide no evidence of higher sttess 

levels among any of the Evanston groups in comparison with respondents from. the 

non-boom tggd^^Tremonton . '"/■*' 
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'.-.> ' Discussion '• 

On the basis of these findings, several observations can be' made. , First, 
any. assertions about deduced well-being and increased stress among^boomtown 
residents must be 'qualif ied^. By a recognition that such effects may be observed 

populations. For instance, while trailer park 



qmong only some boom town s 

respondents, conventionally-housed "htewcd^ "oldtimers" in Evanston 

generally, reported significantly greater cbncern for personal safety than did, v'&\*- 

either of the Tremonton groups, that difference was not apparent when considering -\ 

' - " , • " ". ■ * ■ ■ 

respondents from the Evanston workcanvps . .'Although this observation may largely J / 

reflect the unique ago/sex composition of the workcamp group it nevertheless* \] 

denotes a need to examine such group . differences carefully before mating broad ];U 

V ' ' : " : . ' • ' ' ' t / \ f ' [;/\^ 

assertions about human impacts in boomtoWTrs. -'^ } 

" Similarly, the fact that Evanston newcomers living in^ conventional housing---'-" 
are substantially more likely to "feel 'at home" than their trailer park counterparts, 
and essentially as "at home" as local oldtimers indicates the potential importance , 
of residential segrega t ion o f bbomtown newcomers in mobile home Sparks as a 

factor which may * impede their sense of acceptance and belonging* in the broader 

^. '* • * 

local community (see Massey and Lewisv 1979) . • 

Second,* the evidence report ed here fails to provide strong and consistent 

•support for the 1 boomtftwn disruption" hypothesis. Although for the most pirt 

respondents in the various Evanston groups were more concerned about their* personal 

safety and felt less "at home" than- respondents from' the control community, such 

differences were neither: universally apparent nor especially strong, especially 

when compared to responses of the Tremonton newcomers. When considering questions 

directed to friendship satisf act ion, satisfaction with spare time activities, and 




^^o%h stress indicators, any differences between the boomtown groups and respondents 
,; m ' )#tom , the 'control community become even less evident, or, in the case of the" 
' index of psychological stress, reflect great er "impairment" in the control 
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community father than in one or more of the boom town groups. 

Third, the frequent assertion thatr boomtown newcomers are disproportionately 
prone to personal malais6 must also be questioned in light of the findings 
reported here. For instance, longer-term Evanston residents reported greater 
concern about personal safety than any of the three "newcomer" groups, although 
all felt 'less safe than residents of the-control community. Evanston trailer 
park, residents and workcamp respondents did report- feel ing less "at home" 4 
than Evanston oldtimers, but Evanston "newcomers" in conventional housing were 
no less likely than oldtimers to report feeling. at home. Evanston oldtimers 
were no more likely than. any of the newcomer groups to express satisfaction with 
their f riendships , and were also not as a* group . significantly more satisfied 
with their spare time activities.. In terms of the stress measures, only one 
of the thre^J-vanstori newcomer groups (the "newcomers 11 in conventional housing) 
exhibited a significantly higher probability of a response reflecting perceived 
everyday stress, and none of the Evanston newcomer groups exhibited a tendency 
toward greater stress as measured by the multiple-item psychological impairment 
, index. y p 1 

Obviously . such observations cannot resolve the continuing detfate over pe 
validity of the boomtown disruption hypothesis. Although the measures considered 
here* reflect some of the areas of presumed social and psychological impact in 

energy boomtowns, numerous additional human impact dimensions must be examined 

* v * • - 

i " ^ 

to fully assess the costs and benefits, of rapid growth accompanying some western 

■ ' 

energy development projects. Comparisons involving different types of energy 
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development communities are needed, as are longitudinal assessments. Nevertheles 
both by its failure to find evidence which consistently supports the disruption 
hypothesis and by denoting the. potential .importance of variations which may 
distinguish some sub-groups in terms of their ability to successfully adapt 

boom town conditions, this effort has hopefully provided an additional 
building block which will strengthen the foundation of future research in the 
area* 
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FOOTNOTKS 



These and similar reports of dramatic proportionate increases in such indicators 
must be viewed- with caution, since either low initial levels' or changed reporting 
practices may grossly overexaggerate the actual amount of change, a caution 
noted by Freudenburg in his more recent work (e.g. Freudenburg, 1982b). 
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